60  NARRATIVE OF ATTEMPTS FOR A REPEAL

ceding attempts of the Dissenters to repeal it ? Are they not
the majority of both Houses of Parliament ?l

But to strengthen his reflections, page 26,* he gives the
whole legislature to understand, that continuing the Test,
does not become the wisdom, and justice of the legislature,
under the pretence of its being for the advantage of the
state, when it is really prejudicial to it; and further tells us,
it infringes on the indisputable rights of the dissenters.

Page, the 57th,3 he says, "The gentlemen of the House
of Commons, who framed the bill, to prevent the farther
growth of Popery, instead of approving the Test clause
which was inserted, publicly declared their dislike to it, and
Iheir resolution to take the first opportunity of repealing it,
though at that time they unwillingly passed it, rather than
lose a bill they were so fond of. This resolution has not
been as yet fulfilled, for what reasons, our worthy patriots
themselves know best."

I should be glad this author would inform us, who, and
how many of those members joined in this resolution, to
repeal the Test; or where that resolution is to be found,
which he mentions twice in the same paragraph \ surely not
in the books of the House of Commons !

If not, suppose some few gentlemen in the House of
Commons, and to be sure very few they were, who publicly
declared their dislike to it, or entered into any resolution;
this, I think, he should have explained, and not insinuated
so gross a reflection on a great majority of the House of
Commons, who first passed this law, and have ever since
opposed all attempts to repeal it; these are the gentleman
whom, in sarcasm and irony, he is pleased to call the
" worthy," that is, the unworthy patriots themselves.

But to mention no more, he concludes his notable piece,
with these remarkable words, pages 62-63.*

" Thus it appears, with regard to the Protestant succession,

1 Omitted by Scott in his edition, 1824.    [T. S.]
^ 2 Pp. 32-33 in London reprint.    Scott places passages here in quota-
tion marks, the original in " The Correspondent" has no such marks,
nor are the passages quoted verbatim from the pamphlet referred to.
[T. S.]

3 P. 71 in London reprint    [T. S.]

1 P. 79 of London reprint.    [T. S.]